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The bill also does nothing to increase trans-
parency of the trade negotiations, delibera-
tions, and rulings veiled in secrecy. It fails to
advocate the publication of negotiating texts,
or address the critical need for changes to dis-
pute settlement mechanisms that are not even
open to the submission of amicus brief by
non-governmental entities that have an inter-
est in the deliberations.

The Democratic substitute offered by Mr.
RANGEL and Mr. LEVIN, which the Republican
leadership unfairly blocked him from offering,
seriously looks at ways to address all of these
matters. It would take advantage of the scarce
opportunity fast track offers for Congress to
shape the future of a world trade system with
leadership from the United States on issues
important to workers and the environment.

The bill calls for specific rules to ensure that
it would not be a trade violation for a country
to enforce a Multilateral Environmental Agree-
ment (MEA), such as the treaty prohibiting
trade in endangered species. It would also
make progress on the issue of investor provi-
sions by clarifying that investors protection
rules cannot be used to undermine legitimate
health, safety, and environmental laws.

In addition, the Rangel-Levin bill would ex-
plicitly clarify the right of WTO members to
adopt measures necessary to respond to na-
tional emergencies like the HIV/AIDS epidemic
by increasing access to essential medicines,
and set at least some limitations on chal-
lenges to prescription drug price containment.

Moreover, the bill would provide a much
stronger role for Congress by providing a
structural biennial review of ongoing negotia-
tions, and a process for the House to bring a
resolution rescinding trade promotion authority
to the floor for a vote if it is supported by at
least one-third of the House.

At a time when we have the chance to
move a progressive U.S. trade agenda for-
ward, | regret that the Republican leadership
squandered the opportunity to work with
Democrats to achieve legislation that enjoyed
strong bipartisan support. | urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting against the Thom-
as bill and in support of the Rangel-Levin al-
ternative.

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
REGARDING TUBEROUS SCLEROSIS

SPEECH OF

HON. LYNN N. RIVERS

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 4, 2001

Ms. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
express my strong support for this resolution
to raise awareness of and strengthen the fight
against tuberous sclerosis.

This genetic disease often goes undetected,
preventing those struggling with the disease
from obtaining needed care. Afflicting vital or-
gans, tuberous sclerosis causes tumor growth
and seizures and can lead to learning disabil-
ities and behavorial problems.

The nearly one million people worldwide
known to have tuberous sclerosis need help,
and it is our responsibility as public leaders to
assist them by strengthening efforts to identify
and treat this disease. The cause of the
mutations that cause tuberous sclerosis are
not understood, but increased research and
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attention to this disease will increase our
chances of finding a cure.

By passing this resolution, we are dem-
onstrating to the American people that we
know tuberous sclerosis is a problem and that
we are determined to solve it. And we are tell-
ing health care providers and researchers that
we recognize their efforts and will stand be-
hind them in seeking an effective treatment for
this disease. | am proud to support these ef-
forts.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. BOB RILEY

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 10, 2001

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained for rollcall No. 482, H.R. 2944, the
District of Columbia FY2002 Appropriations
Conference Report. Had | been present |
would have voted “nay.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JEFF FLAKE

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 10, 2001

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, | was not present
for the vote on rollcall vote No. 482. Had |
been present, | would have voted “nay.”

———

BIPARTISAN TRADE PROMOTION
AUTHORITY ACT OF 2001

SPEECH OF

HON. JOHN R. THUNE

OF SOUTH DAKOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 6, 2001

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, | have thought
long and hard about this important vote on
trade promotion authority. Frankly, people in
South Dakota have different views about the
issue of trade and its impact on our rural
economy. Many of the livestock producers
where | come from in Western South Dakota
have been hurt by unfair trade practices. |
have listened to their stories and am more
convinced than ever that if South Dakota agri-
culture is to fully realize the benefits of trade,
it must be fair trade. To get fair trade, we must
have a seat at the table.

In recent years, the United States has fallen
behind. Our competitors in Europe and around
the world are negotiating trade agreements
that will give them advantages over the United
States in their trade with other countries.

There are 130 regional trade agreements
currently in force today. The United States is
a party to just two. Every day it gets more and
more difficult for our products to be exported
overseas.

Fair trade requires tough negotiations,
sound agreements, and strong enforcement. |
believe President Bush will negotiate fair
agreements with other countries to open up
markets overseas for U.S. goods. | also be-
lieve he will enforce these agreements by im-
posing real consequences on countries that
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violate trade agreements with the United
States.

| vote for this legislation today out of a belief
that President Bush will do the right thing for
American agriculture. That means according
agriculture the high priority it deserves at the
trading table. And as | indicated earlier, that
also means tough negotiations, sound agree-
ments and strong enforcement. Only then will
we see fair trade and only then will we realize
the promise of greater trading opportunities for
South Dakota farmers, ranchers and small
businesses.

| will be watching to make sure that agri-
culture gets a fair shake. | will be watching,
and if agriculture is not treated fairly, the Ad-
ministration will be hearing from me early and
often.

| am pleased that this legislation strength-
ens the role of Congress by requiring the U.S.
Trade Representative to consult with the
House and Senate Agriculture Committees
during the negotiations, and prior to any
agreement involving agriculture. As a member
of the House Agriculture Committee, | look for-
ward to that new voice.

Mr. Speaker, South Dakota has broad inter-
ests. I've listened to agricultural producers and
business interests from across the state tell
me how they feel about trade and South Da-
kota’s ability to keep up. I've heard again and
again that if agreements are fair and enforced
that we can compete and win in the world
marketplace. | will fight to make that happen.

TRIBUTE TO MR. BOB MILEY
HON. JAMES T. WALSH

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 10, 2001

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, at the end of this
year the House will say farewell to one of our
most loyal and dedicated employees, namely,
the Superintendent of Buildings, Bob Miley.

| have known Bob for several years and
worked very closely with him in 1997-98 dur-
ing my tenure as chairman of the Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on the Legislative Branch.
The person who responded to my questions
about the many problems related to this
House complex was Bob Miley. If ever a per-
son knew first hand what needed to be ac-
complished in a priority manner it was Bob.
He planned and executed his assignment with
skill and expertise.

When you work your way up through the
system as Bob did, starting from being a tem-
porary elevator operator in 1962, and rising to
the position of building superintendent some
25 years later, it clearly indicates your skills
are recognized by everyone.

The work of caring for the House takes
dedication and devotion on a daily basis. One
doesn’t simply start at nine and expect to
leave at six. The problems related to work fol-
low you 24 hours a day and 365 days a year.
This vast facility is always changing and the
unexpected occurs regularly.

Bob Miley has a difficult job. His patience
and understanding is in large part the reason
for his successful reign. He has earned re-
spect from the members and his colleagues
who work so closely with him on a daily basis.

| hope every member of this House will rec-
ognize the contribution Bob Miley has made
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during his almost 40 years of service. He is to
be congratulated for his effort on our behalf
and | extend to him warm wishes for a won-
derful retirement ahead.

Bob, in conclusion let me simply offer my
personal thanks for a job well done.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SAM JOHNSON

OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, December 10, 2001

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
due to a scheduling conflict | was unavoidably
detained and missed rollcall votes 469, 470,
471, 472, 473, 474, 475, and 476 on Decem-
ber 5 and 6, 2001. Had | been present | would
have voted “aye” on H. Con. Res. 242, H.R.
3348, H. Con. Res. 102, H. Res. 298, H. Con.
Res. 232, H. Con. Res. 280, the Motion, and
H. Res. 305, respectively.

NATIVE AMERICAN SMALL
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT ACT

SPEECH OF

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM

OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, December 5, 2001

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, in regard to
H.R. 2538, the Native American Small Busi-
ness Development Act, | would like to include
in the RECORD the following letter | received
from the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians.
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RED LAKE BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS,
Red Lake, MN, December 5, 2001.

Re Inclusion of Native American Business
Development Centers as Eligible to
Apply for the Native American Small
Business Development Act Funding (Ad-
vocacy)

Hon. BETTY MCCOLLUM,

Western Avenue North, Suite 17,

Saint Paul, MN.

DEAR CONGRESSWOMAN McCoLLUM: We ap-
preciate your sponsoring the Native Amer-
ican Small Business Development Act (H.R.
2538) and the inclusion of Executive Order
13175—Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments in the bill.

The Upper and Lower Red Lakes form over
one-third of the reservation’s surface area.
The Red Lake Reservation is home to mem-
bers of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indi-
ans. The Red Lake Chippewa have lived on
the shores of Red Lake since the early 1700s.
The band reserved the Red Lake Indian Res-
ervation when they ceded some 2.9 million
Acres of surrounding lands to the United
States in trust in 1889. An 11-member Tribal
Council now governs the reservation.

As you know, Native American Business
Development Centers, funded by the Minor-
ity Business Development Agency (MBDA)
have delivered specialized business develop-
ment services to the American Indian com-
munity since 1972. You may not know that in
2001, the forecast is that these centers, which
will receive $1,683,500 in funding, will gen-
erate $118,305,884 in contracts and financing.
This, by any economic measurement is an
excellent return on the investment for the
federal government.

There are eight Native American Business
Development Centers nationwide staffed by
Professional American Indian tribal mem-
bers who understand cultural and economic
barriers facing Indian communities (see at-
tached listing). Native American Business
Development Center’s personnel focus solely
on American Indian economic development
and have the expertise to serve the unique
needs of Indian tribal members.

Native American Business Development
Centers deliver services required for success-
ful work in Indian Country and include spe-
cialization in:

Government to government relationship
between the federal Government and respec-
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tive tribal governments (special programs
and unique resources based on the relation-
ship);

Histories of Indian tribes—as separate and
independent political sovereign communities
within the United States;

Tribal loan and grant programs for eco-
nomic development;

Reservation trust land status and collat-
eral financing issues associated with it;

The lack of infrastructure due to isolation
and remoteness. Roads, sewers, electricity,
telephone lines/Internet access (61% of res-
ervation homes lack telephones/Internet ac-
cess), plumbing; tribal business codes, tribal
court systems and laws pertaining to eco-
nomic development;

Utilization of Indian specific agency pro-
grams, such as the Department of Defense—
Five Percent Indian Incentive for the use of
Indian Subcontractors Program;

Indian Preferences under Subsection 7(b) of
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (1975), the Johnson-
O’Malley Act of 1934, the Snyder Act of 1921,
and the Buy Indian Act of 1910;

Cultural barriers (Native American Busi-
ness Development Centers have successfully
worked with tribal councils for over 30
years).

The MBDA and Small Business Adminis-
tration when serving multiple populations
created the Native American Business Devel-
opment Centers to address unique cultural
and economic problems and opportunities
that were not addressed.

As you know, the 19th Century Indian pref-
erence statutes continue today with ‘‘Indian
Preference’ legislation—it is a continued
recognition and respect of the federal gov-
ernment’s commitment to honor treaties
with Indian tribes and uphold the intent of
the United States Constitution.

We respectfully request that you consider
an amendment to your well-intended bill
that would include Native American Busi-
ness Development Centers as eligible (and
ideally suited) to apply for the Native Amer-
ican Small Business Development Act fund-
ing.

Sincerely,
BOBBY WHITEFEATHER,
Chairman.
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